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22. 
DEAN STANLEY [b. 1815; d. 1881.] 


For accounts of his life, see the short sketch in 
‘*Men of the time,”’ 1879. 

Yet there is no separately issued biography of 
him, and but little in print concerning him in 
any form. 

His own “‘ Memoirs of Edward and Catherine 
Stanley” (his parents) are, however, of much 
interest in connection with his personality. 

There is a suggestive article, on this biography, 
in Fraser’s, Dec., 1879. 

See also the Modern Review, Jan., 1880. 

A full list of his works is given at p. 260 of the 
Literary World, July 30, 1881. 

On his “ Life of Thomas Arnold” (“ Dr. Ar- 
nold of Rugby”), see the London Times of 
Oct. 9, 1857, which pronounces it “ one of the 
best pieces of biography of our day.” 

Dean Stanley was himself a pupil of Dr. Ar- 
nold, and is regarded as the original of the 
character, ‘Tom Brown,” in Mr. Hughes’s 
story of ‘“* School-days at Rugby.” 

Much of his best work was produced in direct 
connection with his professorship of ecclesi- 
astical history at Oxford; as, for instance, 
his “ Lecture on the study of modern his- 
tory.”’ [1854.] 

‘‘Three introductory lectures on the study of 
ecclesiastical history.” [1857.] 

‘* Lectures on the history of the eastern church.” 
[186r1. ] 

‘Lectures on the history of the Jewish church.” 
[1862-1877.] 

“Lectures on the history of the church of Scot- 
land.” [1872.] 

There are suggestive reviews of the “ Jewish 
church” in Zhe Nation, Jan, 11, 1877, v. 24, 
p. 30-32. 

And in the North American Review, Jan., 1877 
(by Dr. A. P. Peabody), v. 124, p. 141-43. 
His “ Church of Scotland” is examined in two 
very carefully considered reviews in Zhe 
Nation, May 23 and May 30, 1872, v. 14, p. 
340-41, 356-57, which are at the same time 
careful studies of the dean’s theological posi- 
tion and tendencies. Among his publications 
which are more closely connected with his 
theological position, see his ‘‘ Sermons and 

essays on the apostolic age.” [1846.] 

‘‘Sermons preached before the University of 
Oxford.” [1860.] 

‘The Bible; its form and substance.” [1862.] 

Also, his most recent volume, ‘‘ Christian in- 
stitutions.” [1880.] 

The positions of the ‘‘ broad church ” element, 
which he partially represented, may be still 
farther studied in Jowett’s ‘‘ Essay on the in- 








terpretation of scripture” (in “ Essays and 
reviews,” (1860). 
Also, the article on “ Jowett and the broad 

church,” Westminster Review, v.72, 1859. 

F. D. Maurice’s “ Theological essays.” [1854.] 

F. W. Robertson’s ‘‘ Sermons.” 

Stopford A. Brooke’s “ Life of F. W. Robert- 
son.” 

Matthew Arnold’s ‘‘ Literature and dogma.” 


[1873.] 


| From 1863 to 1881 he held the position of dean 


of Westminster. 

Of Westminster Abbey, with which his name 
is so intimately associated, he has left the 
most comprehensive monograph, in his 
‘* Historical memorials of Westminster Ab- 
bey.” [1868.] 

He had also published, in 1855, the “ Historical 
memorials of Canterbury.” 

There is an interesting illustrated article on 
‘* Westminster Abbey,” by Lyman Abbott, in 
Harper's, v. 55, July, 1877. 

His position asa representative English church- 
man of the nineteénth century is well brought 
out in an article in the Catholic World, Jan., 
1879, on ‘‘ Dean Swift and Dean Stanley.” 

The “ Addresses and sermons’’ delivered by 
him in his visit to America, in 1878, have 
been published separately, accompanied with 
an excellent portrait of the dean. 


23. 
THE CENTENARY OF KANT. 


[Nore. Jn 1781, one hundred years ago, was 
published the ‘‘ Critique of pure reason.’| 


A. Jn general. 


Of editions of Kant’s works, see that by Schu- 
bert and Rosenkranz. [1842.] 

Also, by Hartenstein (revised edition). [1869.] 

See also the volumes devoted to him in the 
“‘ Philosophische Bibliothek.” [1874.] 

On his life in general, see the ‘‘ Biographie,” 
by Schubert, forming v. 11 of his edition of 

ant’s ‘*‘ Works.” ‘342 ] 

See also Saintes’s “ Histoire de la vie et de la 
philosophie de Kant.” [1844.] 

Also, Lewes’s ‘‘ Biographical history of phil- 
osophy.” 

A volume on “ Kant,” by Professor W. Wal- 
lace, of Oxford, is in preparation in Black- 
wood’s series of ‘‘ Philosophical classics.” 

Of the works in which his influence is traced, see 
Tennemann’s “ Manual of the history of phil- 

osophy.” 
Schwegler’s “ History of philosophy.” (See- 
lye’s ed., 1880.) 
Chalybius’s “ Speculagive philosophy.” 
Ueberweg’s “History of philosophy” (Am. ed., 
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1873) is particularly well furnished with 
bibliographical references. 

See also the following discussions of Kant’s 
philosophy : 

Caird’s “ Critical account of the philosophy of 
Kant” [1877], one of the latest and most 
comprehensive of these works. 

Of earlier works, see Rosenkranz’s ‘‘ Ge- 
schichte der kant’schen Philosophie,” form- 
ing v. 12 of his edition of Kant’s ‘‘ Works.” 
[1842. ] 

Miiller’s ‘“ Die Grundlagen der kantischen 
Philosophie,” (in the A/ipreussische Monats- 
schrift, 1869.) 

Hdlder’s “ Darstellung der kantischen Er- 
kenntnisstheorie.” [1874.] 

Watson’s “ Kant and his English critics.” 
[1881.] 

B. His Critique. 
Certain works have particular reference to the 
influence of his “ Critique of pure reason.” 
See for instance : 

Monck’s “ Short introduction to the’ critical 
philosophy.” 

Mahaffy’s “ Kant’s critical 
English readers.” [1871.] 

Kuno Fischer’s ‘“ Entwickelungsgeschichte 
und System d. krit. Philosophie.” [1860. ] 

Meyer’s ‘‘ Kant’s Psychologie.” [1870.] 

Paulsen’s ‘‘Versuch einer Entwicklungs- 
Geschichte d. kant. Erkenntnisslehre.” 

Hélder’s “ Kantische Erkenntnisslehre.” 

Cohen’s “‘ Kant’s Theorie der Erfahrung.” 


philosophy for 


Adamson “ On the philos. of Kant.” [1879.] | 


Bowen’s “ Modern philosophy.” [1877. ] 

Ueberweg’s discussion of this work is in his 
“History of philosophy,” (Am. ed., v. 2, 
p. 154-80.) See also his “ Grundgedanke 
des kantischen Kritikismus,” (in the 4/¢- 
preussische Monatsschrift, 1869. | 

See also the discussions of it in the reports of 
the Concord “‘ School of philosophy,” August 
I to 6, 1881 ; also at Saratoga, July 6, 1881. 

There were articles on Kant in the April Nos. 
(1881) of the Quarterly Review and the West- 
minster Review. 

Caird has fully treated it in his “ Critical ac- 
count of the philosophy of Kant.” [1877.] 
There isa separate translation of the “ Critique” 

by Meiklejohn. [1855.] 

A new transiation into English, by Max Miiller, 
is just about to be published by Macmillan. 
This ‘‘centenary edition” will render the 
text of the first edition, which has never 
before been translated into Engrish. 


c. His influence on German philosophic thought. 


Kant’s influence can be directly traced in the 
German schools of thought which have fol- 
lowed him. 


See particularly Bowen’s chapters on Kant, | 


Schelling, Fichte, and Hegel, in his “ Modern 
philosophy.” [1877.] 
Also, Michelet’s “ Geschichte der letzten Sys- 


teme der Philosophie in Dev:schland von | 


Kant bis Hegel.” [1838.] 
Biedermann’s ‘‘ Die deutsche Philosophie von 
Kant bis auf unsere Tage.” [1843.] 
Fortlage’s ‘‘ Genetische Geschichte der Phil- 
osophie.” 








Ritter’s ‘‘ Versuch zur Verstandigung iiber die 
neueste deutsche Philosophie seit Kant.” 
[1853.] ‘ 

Schwegler’s “ History of philosophy.” 


D. His wider influence. 


In other departments of thought, also, his 
method has been influential. See, for in- 
stance, an admirable survey of the subject in 
a lectures on ‘‘ German thought.” 
[1879. 

See also Jacoby’s “ Kant und Lessing.” [1859.] 

See also, in modern continental discussion, such 
treatises as Riehl’s “Der philosophische 
Kriticismus und seine Bedeutung fiir die 
positive Wissenschaft.” 

Schulze’s ‘‘ Kant und Darwin.” 

See also passim, the files of AZind, and the 
Journal of Speculative Philosophy. 

The contributions of Professors Balfour and 
Sidgwick, and J. H. Stirling to these periodi- 
cals, together with the discussions of Spencer 
and Lewes, are carefully examined by Wat- 
son, in his “ Kant and his English critics.”’ 
[1881.] 

For varying views as to the application of the 
‘*critical method” to theology, see Huber’s 
‘* Lessing und Kant,” in “ Verhiltniss zur re- 
ligidsen Bewegung des 18n Jahrhunderts,” 
(in the Deutsche Vierteljahrsschrift, 1864.) 

‘* Agnosticism in Kant,” by A. T. Ormond, 
Princeton Review, November, 1880. 

Hagenbach’s ‘‘ German rationalism.” [1865.] 

Saisset’s “Le scepticisme.” [1865.] 

‘*Modern agnosticism,” by Rev. Dr. Wilson, 
Church Eclectic, April and May, 1881. 

Cairns’s ‘‘ Unbelief in the eighteenth century.” 
[1880]. 

Janet’s ‘‘Le scepticisme moderne,” (in the 
Revue des Deux Mondes, 1865.) 

Diman’s ‘‘ Theistic argument as effected by 
recent theories,” (Lowell Instit. Lect., 1880.) 

See also Caird’s ‘‘ Philos. of religion.” [1880]. 

The relation of his philosophy to modein poli- 
tics and civilization is indicated in Schubert’s 
“Kant und seine Stellung zur Politik in der 
letzten Hilfte des 18n Jahrhunderts,” (in 
Historisches Taschenbuch, 1838.) 

Biedermann’s “ Immanuel Kant; eine cultur- 
geschichtl. Studie,” (in Hist, Taschenb., 1867.) 

See also Merz’s ‘‘ Ueber die Bedeutung der 
kantischen Philosophie fiir die Gegenwart.” 
[1864.] 

Mr. E. D. Mead’s valuable summary, ‘‘ The 
centenary of Kant’s Critique of pure reason,” 
is printed in the Journal of Speculative Phil- 
osophy, Jan., 1881, p. 95-98. 

Also, “ The centennial of Kant’s Kritik,” by J. 
W. Mears, Penn Monthly, Dec., 1880. 

Also, “ Kant’s Critique of pure reason,” by Ellen 
M. Mitchell, Western Magazine, June, 1881. 
Of his influence in general, the Vation remarks, 
(June 30, 1881): “ The interest taken to-day 
in Kant’s ‘ Critique’ has hardly a parallel in 
that excited by any other philosophical work. 
It is most analogous to that felt in the first 
critical movement by the generation which 
grew up immediately after the publication of 

Locke’s Essay,” 





